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A FIRE HOUSE 


CLASS B PROJET I 


A dew fire house will be built for a fire company located in 
a fine residential suburb. The building must be efficient and 
reasonably economical; at the same time it must measure 
up to the high architectural standards of the community. 

The strength of the company is normally sixteen men, 
divided into two platoons, alternately on watch. The day 
watch is ten hours, the night watch fourteen. Each Sunday 
one platoon remains on watch twenty-four hours, relieving 
the other from duty for the entire day. 

The apparatus consists of three pieces; one combination 
engine and hose truck, one hook-and-ladder truck, 38 feet 
long, and one small touring car. 

The new building is to be constructed on a portion of an 
ample plot, located at the Northeast corner of the intersec- 
tion of a main North-and-South avenue and an important 
cross-road. The plot slopes gently downward toward the 
East. The local zoning ordinance requires a setback of 
twenty-five feet from the curb of the main avenue, and fif- 
teen feet from the curb of the cross-road. The portion of the 
plot required for the fire house is to be determined by the 


designer; the remainder will be utilized for other civic pur- 


poses. The immediate surroundings of the fire house will be 
suitably landscaped. 
The building will include: 


ts 
JURY OF AWARD MAX ABRAMOVITZ 
FREDERICK G. FROST 
DON HATCH 

GEORGE N. PAULY 


WILLIAM H. GOMPERT 
WALTER KILHAM 
PETER SCHLADERMUNDT 


CHARLES W. BEESTON 
JOHN THEODORE HANEMAN 
JOHN C. B. MOORE 
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1. Apparatus room, 30’ x 50’, with signalling devices 
and a desk for the man on watch near the door. 

2. Dormitory, preferably reached by an entrance dis- 
tinct from the main doors of the building, with space for 
beds for the entire company, and with an adjacent locker 
room and a washroom containing showers and toilets. 
Easy access from the dormitory to the apparatus room is 
essential. 

3. Bedroom for the two lieutenants, with washroom 
facilities separate from those of the rest of the company. 

4, Kitchen-dining room for the use of the platoon on 
watch. 

5. Recreation room, reached by a separate entrance. 
This will be a large attractive room for lounging and for 
occasional entertainments. 

6. Boiler room and shop for minor repairs, in the base- 
ment. 

Practice varies with respect to drying hose. In some mod- 
ern buildings it is dried on horizontal racks placed in the 
apparatus room; elsewhere it is hung up to dry in a tower 
specially constructed for the purpose. If a tower is pro- 
vided, it should be approximately 50 feet high in the clear, 
measuring from the floor of the apparatus room, and not 
less than 4’ x 4 clear inside dimension in plan. 


JULIAN G. EVERETT ALLMON FORDYCE 
GEORGE F. HARRELL 


THEODORE R. NELSON CHARLES L. NUTT 


OTTO TEEGEN 


School Representative: E. L. WHITAKER, Pennsylvania State College 


CRITIQUE 


1. No preference was shown by the jury for any particu- 
lar scheme of building, position on the lot, or traffic ar- 
rangement, but ample space for turning out the apparatus 
was considered essential. If the building faced the inter- 
section and was placed too close to it, or if the building 
faced one street but was placed so near the other that a 
full swing for the apparatus was impossible, those defects 
were considered vital. 

2. Within the building ease of circulation, especially 
from recreation room, dining room and dormitory (in- 
cluding wash and locker rooms) to apparatus room was 
considered essential. If the lieutenants were obliged to 
pass through the men’s dormitory to reach their own 


JOHN C. B. MOORE 


rooms, that was considered a defect, but not of great im- 
portance. 

3. Easy communication between recreation room and 
dining room was thought desirable both for entertainments 
and for normal duty. 

4. Structures grossly over size for the requirements 
were considered radically defective. 

5. Simplicity in arrangement and in design was con- 
sidered an outstanding virtue. 

6. Appropriate fire house character and suitability to a 
residential district were considered most desirable attri- 
butes, but too elusive to be insisted upon in Class B work. 
The buildings were judged principally on whether or not 
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they were simply planned, well arranged, and agreeably 
massed. 


Comments on selected drawings: 


F. R Reeve, New York University (First Mention 
Placed). Excellent simple plan; well composed masses; 
good character. Dining room closely connected with ap- 
paratus room. Recreation Room and Common Rooms well 
shielded from traffic. Recreation court superfluous to the 
scheme. 

C. H. Warriner, University of Illinois (First Mention 
Placed). Well arranged plan, more complex and less clear 
than the preceding; well composed masses; excellent char- 
acter for a residential district; pleasant building. 

R. Scheel, Armour Institute of Technology (First Men- 
tion}. Well arranged plan; good internal communication; 
appropriate character for a residential district; excessive 
heights. 

L. Johanson, Armour Institute of Technology (First 
Mention). Simple, well arranged plan; building set too 


close to the side street. Masses of apparatus room and tower 
excessive and not well proportioned with respect to one 
another. 

J. C. Didinger, Pennsylvania State College (First Men- 
tion). Clear plan, based on novel scheme; easy departure 
and return. Living and recreation units well arranged in 
spite of being divided. 

T. S. Twerdahl, University of Illinois (First Mention). 
Well arranged; commended for the effort to adapt archi- 
tecture of special character to a specific problem; mass 
of bell tower somewhat too small. 

G. A. Dudley, Yale University (Mention). Simple, well 
arranged building; criticized for the second floor, broken 
up by dormers; commended for good character and suit- 
ability to a residential community. 

The Awards were distributed as follows: 

2 First Mention Placed 93 Half Mention 
1l_ First Mention 70 No Award 
50 Mention 10 Hors Concours 
Total Submitted 236 


DECORATION OF A GYMNASIUM 


CLASS A ESQUISSE—-ESQUISSE I 


The evening of October 3lst is known as Halloween, 
or the Vigil of All Saints’ Day, which for centuries past 
has been associated with weird and supernatural happen- 
ings. For this reason Halloween has become a favorite 
time for young people to entertain one another at evening 
gatherings where round dances, pranks and practical 
jokes of every description are practiced with hilarious mer- 
riment. 

For the purposes of this sketch it is assumed that the 
younger members of an exclusive country club have 
planned a Halloween dance to be held in the gymnasium 
of the club. This room is 70’ 0” long and 56’ 0” wide, and 
is provided with a gallery 10’ 0” wide, running around the 
two long sides and one of the short sides. This gallery, 
the floor of which is 12' 0” above the gymnasium floor, is 
supported on columns 12 inches in diameter 12’ 0” on cen- 
ters, and extending from floor to gallery, so that the clear 
space for dancing is an area 36’ 0” x 60’ 0”. 

The remaining short side of the room is treated with a 
proscenium opening onto a stage 2’ 6” above the gymna- 
sium floor, and 20’ 0” deep. The proscenium itself mea- 


JURY OF AWARD MAX ABRAMOVITZ 


WILLIAM H. GOMPERT 


JUDGMENT OF NOVEMBER 24, 1936 


sured from the stage floor is 18’ 0” high by 28’ 0” wide. 
The ceiling of the gymnasium is flat and 25’ 0” above 
the dance floor. 


Since the architecture of the gymnasium is conventional, 
a committee of club members has been formed to procure 
a number of sketches showing a temporary scheme of 
decoration to suit the occasion. Materials which are avail- 
able and considered suitable for this purpose are colored 
fabrics, painted card board, balloons, tinsel, autumn fo- 
liage, and artificial fruits, flowers, and vegetables. Consid- 
eration should also be given to special lighting effects, 
using spot lights, flares, diffusing lights, and reflectors. It 
must be borne in mind, however, that the aim of the de- 
signer is not so much to utilize a vast number of hetero- 
geneous elements as it is to produce with simple accessories 
a striking and harmonious background for the dancers, 
who will be costumed as ghosts, witches, goblins, druids 
or fabulous monsters. Boxes on the floor, on the stage, and 
in the galleries, may be individually treated, featuring the 
tastes and fancies of their occupants. 


WILLIAM E. SHEPHERD OTTO TEEGEN 


School Representative: E. L. WHITAKER, Pennsylvania State College 
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CRITIQUE 


In judging the sketches submitted for this problem, the 
jury were obliged to eliminate a great many because they 
showed no regard for the dimensions or shape of the room, 
which had been very fully described in the program. 
This lack of attention to details resulted in a great deal of 
meaningless elaboration without any feeling of solidity. 
The jury could in all justice consider only those schemes 
of decoration which were applicable to the particular room 
in question. There were also a good many sketches which 
were hastily or carelessly rendered. Such schemes could 
not justly merit serious consideration. 

The sketch submitted by J. E. Dundin of Catholic Uni- 
versity of America, showed a very imaginative and skillful 
treatment of the room, emphasizing the decoration of the 
balcony and the lighting of the entire area by spotlights 

_ skillfully placed. The focal point was afforded by a great 
Jack O’Lantern on the stage, in which the orchestra was 
placed. This drawing also had what is known as “sketch 
quality,” that is, facile indication and a well composed 
sheet. 

The sketch submitted by J. Caponnetto of New York 
University was an outstanding rendering and a scheme in 
which a great deal of thought had been devoted to planning 
the floor area. The focal point of interest, as in the previous 
sketch, was a giant Jack O’Lantern placed, not on the 
stage but in front of it, thereby creating an area behind the 
orchestra which could be used for varied activities, such as 
partaking of refreshments, etc., a very desirable feature 
in any ballroom. 


WILLIAM E. SHEPHERD 


Among the other sketches receiving awards was that of 
J. R. Cunningham of Carnegie Institute of Technology, 
which had a very pleasing composition, with an effect of 
space created by the introduction of successive scenic ac- 
cessories which as one looked toward the stage, developed 
a suggestion of distance. 


A Half Mention was awarded to M. S. Wing of Yale 
University, who presented a very ingenious sketch, in 
which an outdoor effect was produced by concentrating 
the illumination in the areas under the gallery, in such a 
manner as to throw into silhouette the supporting columns, 
which were treated like trees. The entire composition was 
very pleasing and simple. 


The jury wish to mention one other sketch, that of B. 
Bond of Oklahoma Agricultural and Mechanical College. 
This showed great facility and knowledge of rendering in 
color, but unfortunately had the defect of disregarding 
the architecture of the room. 


On the whole the exercise was a difficult one since it 
required considerable power of imagination and a playful 
spirit. The results were most interesting and the jury felt 
encouraged that a subject of this type, and the first sketch 
problem of the year, had on the whole been handled so well. 


The awards were distributed as follows: 


116 No Award 


4 Hors Concours 


2 Mention 
6 Half Mention 


Total Submitted 128 


FACADE OF A PAVILION FOR DISPLAY OF GLASS 


MURAL DECORATION PROGRAM I 


In a World’s Fair, comparable in size to Chicago’s Century 
of Progress, space has been allotted for a small building 
for the display of glass. 

As is shown in the accompanying print, the architect has 
proposed an exceedingly simple facade that he wishes to 
use as a background for a mural decoration representing 
some phase or phases of the development of the glass in- 
dustry; or a “montage” depicting the qualities and appli- 


JURY OF AWARD 
ETHEL M. PARSONS 


MARDY ALLEN 
ERNEST PEIXOTTO 


L. BANCEL LA FARGE 
AUSTIN PURVES 


JUDGMENT OF DECEMBER 14, 1936 


cation of glass in its various forms. The material in which 
this decoration is to be executed is left to the discretion of 
the artist; the only qualification being that it must be thor- 
oughly weatherproof. 

In treating the subject it is hoped that a bold, exhibi- 
tion character will be achieved. The decoration should so 
express its subject that the passing public will know at a 
glance what constitutes the display within the building. 


HILDRETH MEIERE 
JOHN M. SITTON 


WILLIAM C, PALMER 
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CRITIQUE 


In regard to this problem, which is not only extremely 
timely but of great interest, because it presents a simple 
facade to be treated in any material or medium the artist 
desires to use. 

The limitations within which the artist must confine his 
treatment consists chiefly in the architectural division given 
in the blue print. In short, the problem is to create a pat- 
tern or design that will accentuate the architectural sim- 
plicity and the utilitarian beauty of this facade. Naturally 
since the building is to house a display of glass, the deco- 
ration must give to the onlooker even at a moment’s glance 
the idea of glass; not a drinking glass or glass bottles but 
glass in its broadest sense; i.e., the modern glass industry 
with all of its thousands of useful products from giant tele- 
scope lenses to water pitchers. 

Upon these specific requirements the jury based its de- 
cisions. The problems chosen for Mentions were selected 
by a process of elimination. The designs which came near- 
est to combining the need and the use required by this par- 
ticular building were given preference. When the student 
destroyed or confused the given architectural unity of the 


facade his problem was rejected. It was felt that even in - 


the case of the premiated designs the color problem was 
not properly solved. The use of black materials, although 
striking, created a rather funereal effect. The jury felt a 
more careful consideration of color should have been given 
to all schemes presented. 


JOHN M. SITTON 


It may be well to state why some of the rejected problems 
failed to achieve artistic distinction: One of the causes of 
immediate disqualification was, when the student changed 
or altered the given architectural elements such as super- 
imposing on the top of the building large letters spelling 
the word “glass.” Also in one case the student attempted to 
change the shape and design of the door. It is necessary to 
keep in mind in a decoration of this kind the human scale. 
There should be an attempt on the part of the designer to 
coordinate the decoration with the people who will occupy 
and pass by the building. 


The design, in other words, should command attention 
and at the same time be pleasing, not forbidding and gro- 
tesque. Also, in a decorative problem such as this there 
must be a certain uniqueness in its treatment. In each of . 
the premiated designs there is a different solution, how- 
ever, the architectural motif of the doors and windows is 
recognized and stressed. The painter’s design and the archi- 
tect’s facade should be so wedded as to create a harmonious 
architectural unit. 


The Awards were distributed as follows: 
3 First Mention 11 Mention 
5 Second Mention 11 No Award 
Total Submitted 30 
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REPORTS OF JUDGMENTS 


DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE 


“aii B PROJET I 
AWARDS 


ARMOUR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
_ First Mention: R. Scheel, L. A. Johanson ; 
Half Mention: F. E. Davidson, H. M. Iwasa, W. J. V. Litwin, 
C. B. Pelz 
No Award: 1 


CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 


Mention: C. LeM. John 

Half Mention: M. J. Dorsey, E. M. Fearney, R. J. Harrington, 
J. R. Hart, F. S. Knights, G. W. Lacock, C. A. Pearson, R. L. 
Thomssen, H. E. Whiting 

No Award: 4 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 


Half Mention: B. Ameche, D. Bernstein, E. Fellinger, R. E. Hig- 
don, A. J. Miller 
No Award: 1 


CHICAGO TECHNICAL COLLEGE: 


Mention: E. A. Matthews, Jr. 
Half Mention: J. O, Plankenhorn 


CLEVELAND SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, W.R.U.: 
Mention: V. Bell, R. E. Liebner 
Half Mention: E. F. Broggini, R. C. Burrows, R. F. Cady, R. M. 
Hauserman, T. Klevay, V. M. Kluth, E, A. Moulthrop, C. B. 
Warner, R. N. Zuber 
No Award: 1 


ha 


ATELIER DENVER: 
No Award: 1 


DREXEL INSTITUTE ATELIER: 


Half Mention: S. J. Matraszek 
No Award: 6 : 
Hors Concours: W. R. Fotheringham, P. Morrow, I. Solomon 


GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY: 


Half Mention: F. K. Kerr, A. H. McAdams, H. E. McClure 
No Award: 1 


GEORGIA SCHOOL OF TECHNOLOGY: 


Mention: W. H. Barnett, W. A. Coleman, W. B. Harelson, A. C. 
Hudson, T. M. Lewis, W. B. Singleton, B. A. Webb 

Half Mention: M. A. Goette, H. K. Marshall, H. L. Stulb, J. C. 
Wheeler, E. B. White 

No Award: 2 


ATELIER GNERRE: 


Mention: A. M. Davey 
Half Mention: M. B. Schimenti, W. Sullivan, C. Tillberg 
No Award: 1 


JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 
Half Mention: R. H. Barnard, C. Pienkowski, A. R. Szabo, 
L. Wright 
No Award: 1 
Hors Concours: D. T. Crooks 


A FIRE HOUSE 
236 DRAWINGS SUBMITTED 


ATELIER KAY: 
No Award: 2 


ATELIER NELSON, CHICAGO ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 


Mention: W. A. Johnson 
No Award: 1 


NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 

First Mention Placed: F. P. Reeve 

First Mention: H. D. Glucksman 

Mention: J. F. Castagna, J. A. Borreca, O. Lundquist, L. R. 
Moon, J. S. Sharp 

Half Mention: T. B. Benedict, V. Cerreta, W. S. Falkenstein, J. 
Ransohoff 

No Award: 3 

Hors Concours: R. W. Flood 


NORTH CAROLINA STATE COLLEGE: 
No Award: 10 


OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 


Mention: D. K. White 

Half Mention: H. K. Bossard, D. R. Gross, M. E. Harris, J. H. 
Hudson, J. Wicker 

No Award: 3 


PENNSYLVANIA STATE COLLEGE: 


First Mention: J. C. Didinger, M. G. Pease 

Mention: E. H. Burgener, A. C. Cooper, R. L. Ferris, M. R. Giffen, 
W. J. Zalewski 

Half Mention: B. H. Evert, P. V. Long, G. O. Bird, F. M. Rother- 
mel, I. W. Rutherford, R. V. Shuss 


ATELIER PRIBIL: 


No Award: 1 
Hors Concours: R. J. Wirz 


PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 


First Mention: J. B. Ward 

Mention: J. G. Faron, G. M. L. Gill, W. H. Walker, II 

Half Mention: B. J. Baldwin, J. M. Lee, R. B. Romberger, B. T. 
Rulon-Miller 

Hors Concours: E. W. Koeber 


UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 


First Mention Placed: C. H. Warriner 

First Mention: H. S. Butler, M. Hettrick, J. D. Murphy, T. S. 
Twerdahl 

Mention: C. L. Booth, G. F. Higgins, F. J. Kile, S. E. Sanner 

Half Mention: J. V. Anderson, J. F. Bartels, H. R. Ekroth, H. W. 
Frank, W. G. Johnson, D. A. Reed, R. Strauch, D. P. Stevens, 
A. T. Smith 

No Award: 3 


UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME: 
Mention: R. Halbert, E. T. Hickey, R. A. Marre 
Half Mention: R. Gerl, J. E. Gomez, J. H. McAuliffe, D, H. Smith, 
R. R. Sullivan 
No Award: 2 
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UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA: 
No Award: 2 


UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 
Mention: R. M. Anthony, W. G. Fineberg, H. Hannum, R. A. 
Herman, E. L. Kennedy, E. F. Zipp 
Half Mention: J. L. Schilling, D. C. Tatman 
No Award: 1 


UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA: 


Mention: W. R. Nexsen 
No Award: 8 


ATELIER WINSLOW: 
Half Mention: E. M. Boric 
No Award: 4 


YALE UNIVERSITY: 
First Mention: M. H. Caughey 
“Mention: F. F. Benevich, G. A. Dudley, W. Hirsh, 2nd, A. J. 
Hoffman, N. N. Khattar, G. C. Lay, H. R. McLawhorn, Jr., 
R. A. Mattern, W. N. Meyer 


Half Mention: R. B. Brindley, S. M. Davis, G. A. Douglass, N. C. 
Fletcher, J. S. Gifford, J. L. Johnson, W. R. Lee, Jr., G. B. 
Wyland 

No Award: 2 

Hors Concours: E. J. Ciccone, V. A. Cusack 


UNAFFILIATED: 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA: 
No Award: 1 


NEW CASTLE, PENNSYLVANIA: 
No Award: 1 


NEW YORK CITY AND VICINITY: 
Half Mention: H. Brinkerhoff, A. W. Wareham, J. T. Hollings- 
worth 
No Award: 3 
Hors Concours: J. P. Barbarite 


PHILADELPHIA, PA.: 
Half Mention: S. I. Oshiver, R. A. Willgoos 


DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE 


CLASS A ESQUISSE—ESQUISSE I 

AWARDS 

CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
Half Mention: J. R. Cunningham 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 
Mention: J. E. Dundin 


NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 
Mention: J. Caponnetto 
Half Mention: M. E, Campioli, R. Stein 


OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 
Half Mention: W. W. Caudill 


DECORATION OF A GYMNASIUM 
128 DRAWINGS SUBMITTED 


PENNSYLVANIA STATE COLLEGE: 
Half Mention: J. Balis 


UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 


Hors Concours: S. H. Arthur, D. R. Hodgson, B. Knipp, F. 
Schurecht 


YALE UNIVERSITY: 
Half Mention: M. S. Wing 


DEPARTMENT OF MURAL DECORATION 


MURAL DECORATION, PROGRAM I 
AWARDS 


BEAUX-ARTS ATELIER: 


First Mention: M. Drewry, R. Holmes 
Mention: G. R. Barber, L. Crawford, E. Rawlinson 


COOPER UNION: 


First Mention: S. Raffo 
Second Mention: D. Kosakoff 


Mention: H. G. Egan, P. R. Kaldor, V. Kirishjian, B. Kassoy, 


F. S. Whiteford, L. J. Ahneman 
No Award: 3 


FACADE OF A PAVILION FOR DISPLAY OF GLASS 


30 DRAWINGS SUBMITTED 


JOHN HERRON ART INSTITUTE: 


Second Mention: J. Gant, M. C. Hubbell, Jr., H. Kohn 
Mention: E. H. Freeman 
No Award: 8 


OHLMS SCHOOL OF FINE. ARTS: 
Second Mention: H. Merriam 
Mention: V. M. Baldwin 
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